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Status 

1)E3 Responsive to communication® filed on 25 October 2004 . 
2aM This action is FINAL 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 C D 1 453 O G 21 3 
Disposition of Claims ^ lo . 

4) S Claim(s) 1-3 and 6-8 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-3 and 6-8 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2(a)) 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 
^ _ a) n The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received 

15) U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 
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Response to Amendment 

This is in response to an amendment file on October 25 th , 2004. In the amendment, 
claims 1 and 6 have been amended, claims 4 and 9 have been canceled, and no claim has been 
added. Claims 1-3, 6-8 remain pending in the letter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth . 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 

Cll^.n thai thp oiikia^ mn^r.^ » n n n ,1 1 ui i 1 .......... r 



m 
are 



such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill m the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner m which the invention was made. 



2. Claims 1-4, 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Danielle 
(U. S. Patent No. 5,444,779) in view of Fox et al (U.S. PG Pub 2003/0069873). 

3 . As per claims 1 and 6, Danielle teaches a method and system of collecting a copyright fee 
{electronic copyright royalty accounting system) relating to a document when a user (user) 
obtains via coded data disposed on a surface (printed copyright document) (see abstract, fig 2), 
the document, the method including in a computer system (database type system, 54) recording a 
copyright owner relating to a portion of the document (see column 8 lines 22-39), receiving 
(sense) from a sensing device (glyphs detector, 30), indicating data indicative of a request for the 
document (document to be printed), the sensing device, when placed in an operative position 
relative to the surface, generating the indicating data using one of the coded data (see fig 3, 4, 
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column 8 line 40-9 line 26), determining the fee from the ownership and debiting a user account 
associated with the user in the amount of the fee, identity of the user and identifying the user 
account (see column 9 line 39-10 Hne35 J J line 45-12 line 39) Danielle further teach an 
inventive concept system wherein the coded data is indicative of a region of the surface of the 
reference point of the region and a position of the sensing device (see column 5 line 7-47). 
Danielle fails to teach an inventive concept of identifying in the database identifying the request 
document, retrieving the document from the document database and providing the document to 
the user. However, Fox et al teach an inventive concept inventive concept of identifying in the 
database identifying the request document, retrieving the document from the document database 
and providing the document to the user (see paragraph 0014, 0017, 0039-0041). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Danielle's inventive concept to include Fox et al's inventive concept of identifying in the 
copyright database and from the indicating data, the copyright owner relating to the document 
because this would have provided a method for quickly and efficiently search the document data 
base and present the result in a meaningful manner. 

4. As per claims 2 and 7, Danielle teaches a method and system further comprising crediting 
the owner account of the fee (see fig 3, 4, column 8 line 40-9 line 26). 



5. As per claims 3 and 8, Danielle teaches a method and system further printing the 
document (see fig 3, 4, column 8 line 40-9 line 26). 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed June 8*. 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 

persuasive. 

a. Applicants argue that the prior art (Danielle) fail to teach an inventive concept of 
receiving indicating data from a sensing device which is indicative of a request for a 
document. Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant characterization of the prior 
arts. Danielle, teach an apparatus to prevent the unauthorized reproduction of copyrighted 
materials on a document printer, including original document having a printable glyph 
code on each page thereof; means for sensing the presence of the printable glyph code on 
at least one page of said original document; means for decoding the printable code; 
means, responsive to the decoding means, for detennining that the document is 
copyrighted; and means for disabling the reproduction of the document upon a 
determination that the document is copyrighted. Danielle further teach that if the glyph 
information is determined to contain copyright information, the RRO Interface would 
establish a data structure to represent the document printing request. Such a structure 
would contain the information necessary to correctly identify the document or portion of 
a publication being reproduced along with the number of copies to be generated. Once 
the data structure was competed, in accordance with the requirements of the document 
printing request, the data structure would reflect a copyright royalty transaction, 
including the amount of copyright royalty due along with an identification of the 
copyright holder(s) to whom the royalty is due. 
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b. Although Applicant argue that the filed argument clarify further the inventive 
concept, Examiner disagrees by indicating Examiner's rejection has not fully traverse by 
Applicants' arguments and the claims are not in condition for allowance. 

Conclusion 

1 ■ THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Firmin Backer whose telephone number is (703) 305-0624. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thu 9:00 AM - 5 :00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammel! can be reached on (703) 305-9768. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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